STAMP Ol’FICP, IRELAND. 



IIILTUUN to an Order of' The Iloiioiiruble House of Commons, 
dated 25 February 18341— /or, 

A RETURN of any Communication made by any Person connected with 
the Govkknment to the Commissioners of Stamps, relative to the Case of 
The King v. Barrett; and of any Correspondence which passed between 
the Commissioners of Stamps and any Person connected with the Government, 
relative to the said subject. , 



LETTER from the Secretary of Stamps and Taxes to the Comptroller 
and Accountant General of Stamps in Dublin. 

Stamp and Taxes, London, 

SIR, 8th February 1 834. 

THE Board observing by the public newspapers that Mr. Barrett, the pro- 
prietor of the “ Pilot,” has been convicted and received Judgment for publishing a 
seditious Libel, I am to request that you will inform me with reference to the 20th 
sec. of the 55 Geo. HI. cap. 80, whether the Stamp Office in Dublin has ceased to 
deliver Stamps to Mr. Barrett as the proprietor of that Paper, and if not, that you 
will obtain a copy of the Judgment and transmit the same to the Board, together 
with the Solicitor’s Opinion thereon, in order that the Board may give you such 
direction as they shall think necessary. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Cha‘ Pressly. 

To J. S. Cooper, Esq. Stamp Office, Dublin, 



Mr. Cooper’s LETTER in reply. 

Stamp Office, Dublin, 

SIR, 12th February 1834, 

I HAVE to acknowledge your Letter of the 8th inst. relative to the Conviction 
of Mr. Barrett, the proprietor of the “ Pilot” newspaper, for publishing a seditious 
Libel ; 

And have to inform you, that the issue of Stamps for that Paper has not as yet 
been stopped under the provisions of the 20 sec. of the 55 Geo. III. c. 80, the 
Registrar of Newspapers having omitted to draw my attention to the subject. 

I now enclose a Copy of the Judgment of the Court on Mr. Barrett, together 
with the Solicitor’s Report thereon. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) J. S. Cooper, 

To Cha® Pressly, Esq. Comptroller General. 

Stamps and Taxes, London, 



ENCLOSURES in the foregoing Letter. 

Stamp Office. Dublin, 

SIR, 12th February 1834. 

Annexed is a Copy of the Judgment in the Case of The King against Richard 
Barrett, Proprietor of the “ Pilot.” 

It appears by the Judgment in this Case, that Mr. Barrett has been convicted 
and sentenced for having printed and published a seditious Libel : He is therefore 
disqualified, under the 20th section of the 55 Geo. III. cap... 80, from obtaining 
stamped paper for printing any newspaper. * 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Rob^ Borrows, Solicitor. 

To the Comptroller General of Stamps, 

S5. 
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CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO THE 



COPY of the Judgment. 

Monday the Twentieth day of January 1834. 

The King 1 The Defendant appears to abide the Judgment of the Coart 

V. \ on the Verdict against him on the Indictment found a<>ainst 

Richard Barrett. J him by the City of Dublin Term Grand Jury for publishing a 
seditious Libel in the “ Pilot” Newspaper, of which he is the registered Proprietor* 
Whereupon, It is ordered and considered that the said Richard Barrett be imnri- 
soned in the Gaol of Kilmainham for Six Months from this, and until he shall nav 
a Fine to the King of One hundred Pounds, and give Security, himself in five hun- 
dred pounds, and two Securities in two hundred and fifty pounds, to be of the 
peace and good behaviour for Seven years. 

By the Court, 

Kemmis, Crown Solicitor;! (signed) Walter Bourne 

W“ Ford, for Defendant, / 



LETTER from the Sechetary of Stamps and Taxes to the 
CoMPTiiOLLEii General of Stamps, Dublin. 

Stamps and Taxes, London, 

„ ’ t5th February 1834. 

1 HE Board having considered the Case of Mr. Richard Barrett, the Proprietor of 

uv'l j against whom a Judgment has been passed for having 

published a seditious Libel in that journal ; I have to signify to you their desire that 
the direction of the 2ofh sec. of the 55 Geo. ]ii. cap. 80, should be carried into 
eitect. 

I am, &c. 

To J.S. Cooper, Esq. Cba- fresUy. 

Stamp Office, Dublin. 



LETTER from the Secket.\ey of Stamps and Taxes to the 
SoLiciTOK of Stamps in Dublin. 

gjj^ Stamps and Taxes, London, 

ITT ’ . . 2ist February 18^4 

naner^T of Mr. Barrett, the Proprietor of the “ Pilot ” news- 

sSartornJ lJ?‘''V ''l*i'T''‘ l "■'ether any Proceedings, 

libels in Ireland ^ have been ever taken against Publishers of seditious 

^ u ^ \ r particulars of the same 

the subfecri^<5hft House of Commons, on Tuesday evening next, upon 

the subject, I should be glud to receive your Answer by return of post. 

To Rob*^ Borrowes, Esq. ^ 

Solicitor of Stamps, Dublin. ■ (signed) Cha^ Prcssly.. 



SIR, 



Copy of Solicitor’s Answer. 

T , . _ Dublin, 23d February 1834. 

your Letter of Friday satisfactory information on the subject of 

of 'h v the 55 Geo. Iii.cap. 80. the only two cases- 

Mr K M‘Dnnnpll Libels were those of the “ Dublin Chronicle,” of which 

abourihe “Cork Mercantile Chronicle,” both 

chanfTed ■ Mr M'D^nn M proprietorship was immediately 

Sered af ‘^e name of Halahan wai 

victed* the nmnWef ii' ? ^^aiding Tracey, the printer, was con- 

Those’ are the ^nnhlr ^™ained the same, and a new printer was named, &c. 

y ases I know of. In 1813, Mr. Magee was convicted and 

sentenced. 
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sentenced, and the Proprietorship "was changed — the change took place the very 
day that sentence was passed. Several Prosecutions for Libels have taken place 
since 1815 » hut no one has been convicted of a seditious libel. The nearest case 
was that of John Sheehan, the proprietor of the “ Comet.’' Immediately on his 
conviction, I brought the subject before the Attorney-General ; ^but he held the 
Libel was false and scandalous, but not seditious ; however, Mr. Sheehan shortly 
after became a bankrupt, when the Paper was stopped, and a new registration took 
place: All this happened in 1833. 

Mr. Grattan was prosecuted for a seditious libel in the “Freeman’s Journal,” and 
was convicted, but did not receive Judgment, and therefore we could not act as to 
Stamps; but Mr. Grattan immediately withdrew as proprietor. 

Mr. Barron, the proprietor of the Waterford Chronicle, was prosecuted and 
convicted of a Libel against the Church : in like manner I brought it before the Law 
Officers, but they did not deem the Libel seditious: of course we could not act as to 
Stamps. Mr. Barron immediately withdrew. 

I almost fear this Letter reaching the Post Office in time ; by the Mail of to- 
morrow I will give you any additional information I can get at. 



I have, &c. 



To Charles Pressly, Esq. 

Stamp.s and Taxes. 



(signed) 



Rob' Borrowes. 



Extract from a Note subsequently received from the Solicitor of Stamps in 
Ireland, addressed to the Secretary, dated 24th February. 

“ All the information I gave yesterday is substantially correct. I do not know 
a Case in which we have not so acted.” 



Stamps and Taxes, Cba‘ Pressly, 

28 February 1834. Seer. 
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